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Investigation of peer review for Chinese scientific journals
based on the authors and reviewers in the automation field

CHEN Peiying” CHEN Qian” LI Na” LI Shujun”
LU Yan” ZHANG Ying” YANG Rui” JIA Shouxin® CHANG Wei”

1) Editorial Office Institute of Automation Chinese Academy of Sciences 95 Zhongguancun East Road Haidian District Beijing
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2) Editorial Office of Journal of Electronics & Information Technology Institute of Electronics Chinese Academy of Science 19
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6) Editorial Department of Chinese Optics Changchun Institute of Optics Fine Mechanics and Physics Chinese Academy of
Sciences 3888 Dong Nanhu Road Changchun 130033 China

7) Tsinghua University Press Xue Yan Building Shuang Qing Road Hai Dian District Beijing 100084 China

8) Editorial Office of Journal of Radars Institute of Electronics Chinese Academy of Science 19 North 4th Ring Road West
Haidian District Beijing 100190 China

9) Light: Science & Applications Editorial Office Changchun Institute of Optics Fine Mechanics and Physics Chinese Academy of
Sciences Changchun 130033  China

Abstract Purposes As to the present status of peer review of the internal scientific journals in the automation field an
questionnaire investigation is made to find the questions and solutions. Methods Two questionnaires were designed and sent to the
authors and reviewers respectively. Then we took statistics and analyzed the statistics results.  Findings Through the
investigation the questions the authors and reviewers are most concerned about are obtained. ~Conclusions Some strategies should
be taken to improve the peer review of the internal scientific journals.
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